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iEditor’s Introduction
This special issue of Union Seminary Quarterly Review has taken some time 
to put together, but it collates rich and varied works all reflecting on one topic 
explored at the Union Seminary Quarterly Review Conference at Union Theological 
Seminary for graduate students with the theme of “The Future of Liberation The-
ology.” Originally conceived by Union Ph.D. candidates Jeremy Kirk and Makito 
Nagasawa, the conference sought to bring together the broadest possible number 
of perspectives on Liberation Theology and what is in store for the movement in 
the future as it has confronted challenges on many different fronts. Union is an es-
pecially fitting place for the topic, given how central to its mission Liberation The-
ology has been since it broke onto the scene. In the end, the accepted entries were 
put into five different broad categories depending on what aspects of the future 
of liberation theology they addressed: Praxis Reconsidered, Identity, Challenges 
from Postcolonialism and Posmodernity, and Envisioning the Future of Liberation 
Theology. Graduate students came from across the country and the world for pas-
sionate discussions in these areas. To conclude the day, all of the graduate students 
had the opportunity to receive critique and encouragement, and to engage the 
leading professionals working on contemporary Liberation Theology. These experts 
included Ivan Petrella, Andrea Smith, Eboni Marshall, and Patrick Cheng. 
In the Praxis Reconsidered Section, presenters spoke on the need to rethink 
some of the implications of one of the central tenets of Liberation Theology, 
“orthopraxis.” Perspectives include disability studies, social justice theater, com-
munity organizing, and radical praxis as embodied by Dorothy Day and Henri de 
Lubac. The Identity panel includes a critique of American rhetoric of “teamwork” 
and how it has served to keep oppressive structures in place, a discussion on the in-
tersectionality of being both Mormon and LGBTQ and how the Church of Latter-
Day Saints is currently handling the issue and places it should re-examine, and an 
investigation into the category of “voyeurism” and what possibilities it has for both 
reinforcing and liberating from societal marginalization. Postcolonialism/Postmo-
dernity brings a wide range of topics, including a probe into postcolonial pushes 
for self-determination of identity and what they mean for theology; an attempt at 
recognizing the liberatory potential of postmodernity, especially with respect to 
Derrida’s conception of the “Messianic” and Cone’s privileging of the cross; and 
an admonition to recover the category of “idolatry” as the center of critique for 
Liberation Theology against oppressive structures, including social and economic 
structures. Finally, in the Envisioning the Future of Liberation Theology group, 
there is an attempt to unite Apophatic Theology and Liberation Theology as a way 
of taking Liberation Theology into the future, a comparison and contrast between 
Liberation Theology and Post-Liberal Theology as well as an assertion that Libera-
tion Theology has sometimes been and must continue to be central to Post-Liberal 
Theology’s project, and finally a look at the biblical concept of the Kingdom of  
God and how it does and doesn’t fit into a future Liberation Theology.
ii
The articles included below are revised versions of the presentations given 
at the conference, incorporating aspects of the discussions that were had at each 
panel and the critiques offered by the experts during the afternoon plenary session. 
The goal of the conference was to reaffirm that Liberation Theology is not a thing 
of the past, but also to have a frank discussion of what things will be needed in 
order for Liberation Theology to remain a thriving field and vital to Theology as a 
discipline. Many great ideas were shared and a preview had of some of the work of 
future key theological thinkers on the topic of liberation. Union Seminary Quarterly 
Review hopes to host more conferences of the same caliber in the future. Finally, 
Union Seminary Quarterly Review wants to acknowledge and thank all of the 
work others in the Ph.D. community at Union and the surrounding area put into 
making the conference a success. It couldn’t have run so seamlessly or smoothly 
without so much volunteer support.  
